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[Translated for the Jesuit.] 
CHAPTER IX. 
OF THE FOUNDATION OF THE DOGMATIC 
JUDGMENTS OF THE CHURCH. 
XII. 

Let us distinguish two sorts of clearness. 
first is so sensible, so luminous that no cloud of pre- 
judice or passion can possibly obscure it, and is uni- 
formly perceptible to all men. 
exposed to the senses, as the existence of Parts: 
such are those facts which are attested by the unani- 
mous consent of mankind, as the takine of Jerusa- 
lem by Vespasian and ‘Titus ; such likewise are those 
mathematical demonstrations, as the equality of the 


The | 


Such is that of things | 


three angles of a triangle to two right angles, on. 


which there is no difference of opinion. The other, 
which is of an inferior order, supposes a reasonable 
examen of which it is the result, as the effect is of 
the cause ; but one may be deceived in it, by not 
directing to it the proper attention, and may take 
the appearance for the reality. Our dissenting breth- 
ren must admit, that the Holy Scripture is not clear 
in the first of these senses, since they are not able 
to agree among themselves on the most important 
points : it can then only have the other kind of clear- 
ness, which is the effect of examination. Now, this 
examination is not exempt from error, as experience 
proves. It is consequently necessary to seek beyond 
the text, for some sure means to direct us to a pro- 
per knowledge of it. 
XIII. 

Reason cannot be allowed to be a sovereign rule 
in the interpretation of the sacred oracles; this 
would be establishing a principle fertile in error. 
All heretics have pretended to follow it, and it has 
only served to lead them a thousand times astray. 
The Holy Scripture is not a production of the hu- 
man mind to be subject to the tribunal of reason. 
“For prophecy came not by the will of man at any 
time: but the holy men of God spoke, inspired by 
the Holy Ghost.” 2 Pet. ¢. 1, v.21.“ Thus saith 
the Lord God: Wo to the foolish prophets, that fol- 
low their own spirit, and sce nothing...... They 
see vain things, and they foretell lies, saying the 
Lord saith: whereas the Lord hath not sent them.” 
Ezechiel, c. 13, v. 3,6. It is not lawful here to be 
wedded to one’s own opinion. — It is criminal to sub- 
stitute the word of man for that of God. 

XIV. 

To suppose an inspiration for the interpretation 
of Holy Scripture, is to open a wide door to fanati- 
cism. Either this inspiration is common to every 
one, or it is not: if it be common, why do our dis- 


senting brethren differ so much about doctrine? If 


it be not common, what will be the sign of its pre- 
sence? You assert that you are inspired in the in- 
terpretation of a particular passage of the scripture ; 
if [ pretend to be so likewise, in giving it quite a 
different sense, how will you convince me of the 
contrary? I have as much right to claim the privi- 
lege of inspiration as you have. Nevertheless, one 
of us is undoubtedly mistaken, and it is possible that 
both may be. Let us seek then another lamp to en- 
lighten us. A rule which is favorable to all parties 
tan never conduct to truth which is one. 
XV. 

It would be equally useless to refer me to those 
who have translated the holy books from the Greek 
and Hebrew into the Latin, French, or any other 
Vulgar language ; and to those who have made com- 
Mentaries upon them, in order to possess a true 
knowledge of them. I ask fora lamp which will 
fot lead me astray: all writers are men exposed to 
the weakness and imperfections of humanity. Be 


Ro right to give us their thoughts as a rule for ours. 
I 


Where shall I then find that faithful interpreter 
Whom I may follow without fear of being deceived ? 
It can be found nowhere but in the Catholic church, 
#8 the holy Council of Trent teaches.* The Holy 


nd 


* “ Ad Coercenda petulantia ingenia decernit (Sancta Sy- 
Redus) ut nemo sue prudentic: innixus, in rebus fidei et mo- 


= it 
i! 


’ fides, translators and commentators have, in reality, 


Scripture is a silent law, which requires a living and 
speaking authority, to explain and determine the 
literal sense of it. A law-suit arisés between two 
brothers respecting an inheritance: it is not the 


Father’s Will that will end the dispute, but the judge | 


who shall decide in the case. It is the same with 
the controversies that arise in regard to the Scrip- 
ture ; if the visible authority of the church does not 
explain it, they become everlasting. 

XVII. 

‘* Let us not imagine,” says a father of the church, 
“that the gospel consists in the words of the scrip- 
ture, but in the sense.” S. Hier. in 1 Caput ad 
Galsat. As therefore, we believe the church when 
she tells us, that such a book is Scripture, and con- 
sequently divine; so we ought to believe her when 
ishe declares such to be the true sense of the Scrip- 

ture. In vain would Jesus Christ have confided to 
her the sacred deposite, had he not at the same time 
granted the true understanding of it. Itis not words, 
but things we seek in the sacred volume. 

XVIII. 

The interpretation of the laws is never left to the 
caprice of mens if is wholly reserved to the magis- 
trates, who exercise authority in the name of the 
Sovereign. Should then the expounding of the 
word of God, which is infinitely more respectable, 
be left to the common faithful? What! a simple 
woman, a tradesman, a wood-chopper to become 
the interpreters of the oracles of the Divinity ?— 


What madness!) "Chose who allow of such inter- 


preters have never cx mprehended the excellence of 


the Sacred Writings. 
XS. 
Every dogma which is clearly deduced from the 
Holy Scripture, merits the same belief as that which 
is found in it im express terms 3 because, the truth 
ofa principle includes necessarily that of its conse- 
, 


tue faisily OL ciié 


» discovers that of the 
from which they are drawn. 


(jie Hees, AS 
principle 
those consequences which have no evident connec- 
tion with their principle, and which, on this account, 
are but the development of it. S. Greg. Naz. Orat. 
15 de Theol. n. 13. 

xXx; 

Whatever in the Scripture cannot be understood 
in a literal sense, to refer to purity of morals or to 
the truth of faith, must be taken in a figurative sense. 

S. Aug. lib. 3, de Doct. Christ. cap. 10, tom. 3, part 
|i. This rule, which has been laid down by St. 
Austin, warns us not to take literally those texts 
which appear to give passions to God, as anger, 
fury, hatred, vengeauce......or to authorize some 
vice. The Lord is a God of all sanctity. 
Ai. 
It is not allowed to interpret an allegory in favor 
_of one’s own private opinion, except where the tes- 
timony in other respects is so clear as to leave no 
doubt of the correctness of the interpretation. St. 
Aug. ep. 48, ad Vincentium Donat. The literal sense 
alone of the Scriptures is employed to prove dogmas 
and refute errors. 


XXII. 

When yoda read the Holy Scriptures, imagine it ts 
God himself that speaks to you, St. Aug. enarr. in 
Ps. 85, n. 7, as you speak to him, when you pray. 
Read them, therefore, with the most profound res- 
pect. To carry to this reading the same spirit of 
indifference, as you do when you read profane books, 
is to become guilty of a gross contempt, by putting 
the word of God on a level with the word of nan. 


rum ad edificationem doctrine christiane pertinentium sacram 
scripturam ad suos sensus contorquens, contra eum sensum, 
quem tenuit et tenet sancta mater Ecclesia cujus est judicare 
de vero sensu, et interpretationegseripturarum sanctarum, 
aut etiam contra unanimem cong Patrum, ipsam scrip- 
turam sacram interpretari aude@@ msi hujusmodi inter- 
pretationes nullo unquam tempo lucem edend@ forent 
Qui contra fecerint, per Ordinarios declarentur, et poenis a 
jure statutis puniantur.’”’ Concil. Trid. Sess. 14, 







[From the Truth Teller.] 
TO DR. BROWNLEE, 

A PREACHER IN THE MIDDLE DUTCH cHURCH.---No. 12. 

Hath God any need of your lie, that you should speak 
| deceitfully for him ?---Job. 13—7. 
|| Rev. Srr,—In your letter No. 4 you ‘claimed to 
| be a GENTLEMAN and the Writer for the members of 
|| the Middle Dutch church.’ Your right to the first 


until better testimony be given than is contained in 


your controversial letters qn your rule of faith. To 


I speak of 


provided your flock and ‘ virtuous ladies’ enter no 
protest against the legitimacy of your logical and 
theological conclusions. If they adopt yow'as their 
Writer, we say with Cervantes— let their own sin 
be their punishment; Jet them chew upon it, and 
there let it rest.’ 

Your claims to be a gentleman, we said, must not 
be conceded. Why? Because truth is not on your 





lips, and truth is the-first, the chiefest, element in 


| the character of a gentleman. 


In the commonest 


|intercourses between man and man, he who offends 


your assumption of the high distinction of ‘ writer’ 


honorable appellation we must hesitate to concede, 


to the Middle Dutch church we shall not object, '! ters merit the honorable title. 





| tion. 


against truth is marked and shunned as a degraded 
being—he is ejected as an outcast from among men 
—his name becomes hateful, and infamy claims bim 
asherown. But, if this be the degradation stamped 
by general opinion “on those who fill no exalted sta- 
tion in the public eye, how deeply seared will not 
the Cain mark be set on his forehead, who, by pro- 
fession, should inculcate sacred truth, whose very 
bread is derived from a station in which truth should 
be taught, yet violates truth in the most sacred cause 
—the probation and defence of religion. A more 
abandoned, more lost, existence cannot enter into 
the thoughts of man, than that of a minister of reli- 
sion violating that sublime character of religion, 
TrurH, which more than any other constitutes it an 
from God. ‘To this degraded wretch, 
whoever he be, the severe words of Persius may be 
appled— 


emanation 


—_——‘ caret culpa; nescit quid perdat, et alta 


Demersus, summa rursum non bullit in unda.’— 
Pers. Sal 3. 
‘guilt cannot now be imputed to him—he has noth- 
ing to lose, and is plunged so deep, that he cannot 
rise even to bubble on the surface of the stream.’ 
If any thing im the preceding remarks bear on 


/ your character, in connection with the present con- 


troversy, the application is left to your ‘ christian 
public.’ It is hoped that in forming the estimate of 
your ‘claims to be a gentleman,’ they will not lightly 
pass over the mysterious theological TRUTHS con- 
tained in what you are pleased tg term your ‘twenty- 
five arguments touching (not refuting) our rule of 
faith’—for example, your ‘ Paddy’s kettle’— the 
Duke of Brunswick’— St. Patrick sailing to Ireland 
on a millstone’—‘ St. Dennis carrying his head under 
his arm’—‘ the Feast of the Asses’— the purgatorial 
crabs’—‘ the Mufti’s chair,’ &c. &c. Here, Rev. 
Sir, are truths of an invincible order to establish your 
‘claims to be a GENTLEMAN’—a mere spice of your 
‘twenty-five arguments against the Catholic rule of 
faith !’ But there are two of those ‘twenty-five ar- 
guments’ to which the ‘ christian public’ should, es- 
pecially, attend, as truths of a more eminent order. 
The first is, your grose, unchristian, and false charge 
against the poor Catholic servants of this city—the 
other, your sanction of the obscene tale, Lorette, 
which in the words of Hamlet to his mother, is 

‘an act 

That blurs the grace and blush of modesty.’ 





In this last truth you have partners in your guilt 
—the notorious ‘ virtuous ladies.” What the D 
has joined let no man separate. 

Consigning the estimate of your character as a 
‘Gentleman’ and the Chesterfield of your ‘ virtuous 
ladies’ to the ‘christian public,’ we enter on the 
consideration of your last letter, to ascertain your 
worth as a * Writer’ on the topic to which you have 
been invited. As in your former letters, we here 
trace the same propensity to ribald phrase, reckless- 
ness of truth, foul vituperation, and untenable asser- 
A brief question might have been answered 
without betraying the infirmity of your temper ; it 
might have been answered without your customary 
display of * Protestant lesson and logic,’ without sa- 
luting your polemic opponents with the gentlemanly 
terms, ‘notorious and publicly convicted Deists 3 
more vulgar than Thomas Paine, and more blasphe- 
mous than Monsr. Voltaire.’ But, Rev. Preacher 
of the Middle Dutch church, opprobrious terms*and 
ribald invective, though they indicate your earth- 
ward biasses and ‘ Protestant lesson and Jogi¢,’ do 
not establish your rule of faith or subvert that of 
your opponents. You have written you say * twen- 
ty-five arguments touching the Catholic rule!’ Had 





the number of your arguments been ‘ LEGION,’ and 
‘did they, like your éwenty-five, abound in falsehood 


and farcical tales, the Catholic creed, in place of 


being subverted, would stand only on a more exalted 


eminence in the eyes of your ‘christian public.’— 


You compliment your letters as argument. If false- 


hood and ludicrous narration be*’argument, your let- 
But we say in the 
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ter in the logical order of dependency shall have | 
been discussed, it will be proved—that from your | 
gasconade ‘ CHALLENGE’ to the Catholic Bishop and | 
Priests of New-York, to the last paragraphs, the | 
‘ Purgatorial crabs’ and the ‘ Mufti’s chair’ in your 
letter No. 11, there are not ten consecutive lines in 
your eleven letters, that do no not contain either a 
DELIBERATE FALSEHOOD OR A PROOFLESS ASSERTION. 
This will be amply proved ere the present contro- 
versy be closed. 

It may, perhaps, be considered by your ‘ virtuous | 
ladies’ a harsh application of terms, when we desig- 
nate your letters a mass of deliberate falsehood and | 
proofless assertions. This topic was alluded to in a 
former letter. It was said, that no christian law is 
infringed when justice is dispensed—that the Negro 
must be painted black. If the New Zealander be 
described, the tattoo traces on his face must not be 
forgotten. When wilful falsehood is used by a 
Preacher in the most sacred cause that can be un-| 
dertaken by man—Religion when it is used to sub- 
vert the creed of his neighbor and uphold his own, 
then the strict and honest appellation ‘for this 
Preacher, though he may be a Chesterfield among 
‘ virtuous ladies,’ is—Liaar—no other word can de- 
signate. the real character of the man. But, if this 
meanness and dishonor—the utterance of deliberate 
falsehood, he attempt to fortify with the authority | 
of texts from the sacred writings, then we would 
apply to him the words of Antonio in the ‘ Merchant 
of Venice.’ 

‘ The devil can cite Scripture for his purpose 
An evil soul, producing holy witness, 
Is like a villain with a smiling cheek.’ 

You thus commence your last letter—‘ You have 
honored me with a Card, containing a fresh chal- 
lenge.’ We did not express a challenge—this term 
was not used by us. "The gasconade of * CHALLENGE’ 
we resign to you, for with you it commenced. We 
merely asked you a very simple and plain question 
—a “question immediately derived from the matter 
under discussion—your rule of faith. Your mean- 
ing in using the term—‘ challenge,’ it is not difficult 
to evolve—it does not require the aid of * parallel 
passages.’ Urged either by the desire to acquire a 
name by an ultra exhibition of zealotry for your 
Calvinistic creed, and thus stand a distinguished 
sentinel on the ramparts of the Middle Dutch church 
above your more modest clerical brethren—or, pos- 
sibly, impelled by malignancy of will against Catho- 
lics, you chivalrously blew a blast on the trumpet of 
your Zion, and challenged the Catholic dishop and 
Priests to a polemic tournament. You have written 
eleven letters, and patented ‘twenty-five arguments’ 
against the Catholic religion, and yet this religion is! 
not yet subverted—the rock on which its foundation 
reposes is not yet cleft! ‘ Paddy’s kettle’ has sunk 
to the lowest depths of the deep—the secrets of the 
Pope’s exchequer book have been revealed—the 
‘pleasant joke’ of the Priest’s celibacy has been 
sensitively insinuated—the mysicrious allusions in 
the obscene tale, Lorette, have been expounded by 
a holy Preacher to ‘ virtuous ladies’—the Catholic 
servants have been denounced in the spirit of St. 
Paul’s charity—the ‘ Purgatorial crabs’ have crawled 
at an ‘EVENING MAss’ and the ‘ Mufti’s chair’ has 
been discovered, yet, the foundation of the Catholic 
rule of faith rests as solid in its eternal strength, as 
on the eve before the redoubtable Preacher Brown- 
lee of the Middle Dutch church proclaimed his 
* Challenge ;’>—the walls of St. Patrick’s Cathedral 
are as free from fissure as if they had not been pelt- 
ed by the Preacher's ‘parallel passages’ from his 
‘Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost !’ 

The mighty secret, Rev. Preacher, involved in 
your application of the term ‘ challenge’ to our plain 
and concise question is, you seek to avoid the oppro- 
brium you have incurred in the late polemic contest. 
You challenged—you promised much—you have 
failed—you have been defeated! The term * CHAL- 
LENGE’ is now as hateful to you, an allusion to it as 
teasing, as a hint about the fulling-mills from Sancho 
was to Don Quixotte—and, perchance, when an 
unlucky allusion is made to it, your condition may 
not widely differ from that mysteriously indicated 
by the observation of the worthy knight, when he 
addressed his squire ‘ with a kind of snuffling tone, 
and said—methinks, Sancho, you are in great bodi- 
ly fear.’ ; 

For the solution of Don Quixote’s suspicions of 
Sancho’s bodily fear we refer you, worthy Preacher, 
to the inimitable Cervantes—the cause of your fear 
we state to the ‘ christisn public’—it is, the con- 
sciousness of the *hook being in your nose.’ Re- 
move it if you can, and let the following argument 
be the subject of your first experiment. It has, al- 
ready, been presented to you, and, though often re- 
peated, has not yet been answered. It is not what 
you would term a ‘ new idea,’ but, until the crabbed 
difficulties inherent in old ideas are removed, the 
difficulties remain in all their foree. As a_ distine- 
tion mark, we shall honor it with a phrase from your 
own Scripture text, and call it the 

* Hoox 1n your Noss.’ 

In your letter No. 2, you write, ‘the only rule of 
faith with every Protestant is—the Bible.’ From 
this it follows, that you do not believe any thing with 
divine faith but what is found in the Bible. But the 
divine character of the Bible is not found ix the Bi- 
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face of your ‘christian public’-—and, when the mat-| ble, that is, the Bible cannot prove its own divine 





‘Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt 


character. Therefore, you, Preacher Brownlee, or | be saved.’ ‘ He that believeth and is baptized, shall 


any Protestant adopting your Protestant rule, do 
‘not believe in the divine character of the Bible with 
divine faith. But, since the articles of your creed 
are taken from a book in which you do not believe 
with divine faith, you do not believe in your articles 
of creed with divine faith—therefore, your articles 


of creed being divested of all divine character, your | 


religion is not divine—therefore, your rule of faith 
LEADS directly and necessarily to Deism and Inri- 
peuity! Thus, Rev. Preacher and erudite in the 
‘Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ is the 
‘hook in your nose. Disengage it if you can. If 
this syllogistic reasoning be false, prove it. Until 
then, you are a Deist or an Infidel by your own Pro- 
testant rule of faith. 

In your last letter you assume a new character. 
Not content with ambitioning the honored name of 
‘ Gentleman,’ and dubbing yourself the ‘ Writer’ to 
the Middle Dutch church—not satisfied with mono- 
polizing the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ 
and, possibly, the GR#CA MAJORA, you now exhibit 
yourself as quack practitioner in the art of healing 
Your first 
empirical essay has been on our sinless proposition. 
If it has not been healed by your skill, it has been 
tortured. A little patience while we expose the er- 
Our proposition was—* What 
articles of faith, found in the Scriptures in EXPRESS 
terms, must be believed in order to be saved.’ You 
assert this is ‘ungrammatical and blundering ’— 
How do you prove it? By a shameless and dis- 
honest interpolation, for you thus state the proposi- 


the dislocations of words and sentences. 


rors of your process. 


tion, ‘what articles must be believed in order to 
their being saved’ The word be in our proposition 
you change to—their being. 
dering and ungraimmatical’ is your own dishonest 
interpolation. But you are asked, if you know any 
thing of the merest elements of grammar, is it either 
blundering or ungrammatical to have that under- 
stood ina sentence, which common sense, without 
the chance of error or confusion, easily supplies ? 
Now, mark the final member of the proposition: it 
is this—* must be believed in order to be saved.’— 
Believed by whom? By men—therefore, the final 
inember is, when interpreted by the merest school- 
boy’s grammar and sense, ¢ must be believed by men 
in order that men be saved.’ But, by your interpola- 
tion, "you substitute articles for men, and then the 
proposition will stand thus, ‘what articles must be 
believed by articles in order to their being saved.— 


Here you invest articles with the rational faculty of 


forming acts of belief! This transcends even the 
inventive genius of your countryman MeGavin, who 
forged the story of the * Purgatorial erabs,’ and 
made Priests ‘ peform mass seated near the altar, 
and this too, ¢ in the evening !’ 

Your failure in your new profession—setting the 
dislocations of words and sentences—is as unfortu- 
nate as your probation and defence of your rule of 
faith. You possess eminent qualifications to be ad- 
mitted in the procession of the next FEAST OF Assrs 
around St. Patrick’s Cathedifal. You have elaims 
that cannot be resisted—even Sancho’s dapple‘would 
shrink from arivalry. As a pledge of our intention 
to admit you into the procession, we greet you with 
one of your own classical and inimitable stanzas. * 

‘The Preacuer was born and bred with long ears ; 
Heigh-ho, my Assy, 

And sti// the Preacher of Asses appears, 

Bray, Preacher Ass, and you shall get grass, 

And straw, and hay too, in plenty. 

From the daring and blundering interpolation 
practiced by you on our simple and plain’ proposi- 
tion, it is no trespass against the precept of charity 
to suspect, that very false intepretations of the * He- 
brew and Greek of the Holy Ghost’ are given by 
you from your pulpit in the Middle Duteh church. 
We, at least, would not rank them among those 
whispered by the interior spirit. Tle who would sa- 
crifice truth in trivial instances, will, by easy transi- 
tion, pass to the violation of truth in important mat- 
ters. The hint, Rev. and veracious Preacher, is 
suggested to the members of the Middle Dutch 
church; and, if any among them will but exercise 
their common sense in the art of criticism, ilustra- 
tion of the preceding remark will be found to the 
amplest extent in your eleven letters and ‘twenty- 
five arguments touching the Catholic rule of faith.’ 
You have failed in proving and defending your rule 
of faith—you have failed in the craft of interpolat- 
ing our propositionmthe express articles of faith 
contained in the it is time to ascertain. the 
worth of your ans © our query, wilfully mis- 
named by you * CHALLENGE.’ ; 

Our proposition required from you an enumera- 
tion of your articles of faith found in the Scriptures 
in express terms. ‘Though unwillingly you have se- 
lected them. With your permission, they shall be 
designated the profession of faith of Preacher Brown- 
lee found in the Bible in express terms: and to aid 
in the extension of your theological and biblical 
fame, we present it, not * curtailed of its fair pro- 
portions,’ to the ‘christian public.’ It is hoped they 
will note its Calvinistic orthodoxy. What will the 
ghost of John Calvin say? You introduce your 
profession of faith by the following words— The 
articles of faith put forth in Express terms in the 
Scriptures, and necessary to be believed by us, in or- 

der to our salvation are these :’— 


Hlenee, what is * blun-| 


||be saved: he that believeth not shall be damneq? 
‘Show ye forth the Lord’s death, until he com 
| ‘Do this’ (celebrate the Eucharist) ‘in remembrance 
| of me.’ * This is life eternal to know thee the one 
| true God, and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast sent? 
‘ God so loved the world, that he sent his only be- 
gotten Son into the world, that the world through 
| him might be saved.’ ‘If thou shall believe in thing 
| heart, and confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus 
thou shalt be saved.’ * Except a man be born of the 
| water, and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the 
kingdom of heaven.’ ‘ Except ye repent, ye shall 
all likewise perish.’ * Walking in all the command. 
| anents and ordinances of the Lord blameless.’—thoy 
shall love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, ang 
with all thy soul, and with all thy strength, and th 
neighbor as thyself.’ * We are justified by the faith 
of Jesus Christ ; and not by the works of the law, 
‘ By the works of the law shall no flesh living be 
justified,’ that is, before God, our Heavenly Father : 
‘by works,’ the fruits of holiness, is aman justified, 
‘and not by faith only,’ says St. James—that is, be 
fore men, we give evidence of justification by our 
piety and holiness. By faith in * Christ’s imputed 
righteousness alone, without works, are we justified 
at the bar of God, in our justification, before Ged, 
Thus, Paul and James are reconciled 5 and _ plainly 
too, even to an INFANT SCHOLAR !’ ‘ 


e,’ 


In the name of common sense, can this be vour 
creed?) From your ultra zealotry for Calvinism, 
we thought the great and fundamental mystery of 
the Christian religion was believed by you. Does 
this profession of faith say that you believe in the 
doctrine of the Trinity? Does it say that you be- 
lieve in the incarnation of the Son of God? Does 
it say, that you beiieve in the procession of the Holy 
Ghost from the Father and the Son? Not a word 
about these all important points! Why this deep 
silence, Rey. Sir? Is it that your rule of faith has 
nothing explicit on them? We expect a reply to 
this question. Do not misname it a challenge. 

Believe, says Preacher Brownlee, in Christ, be- 
lieve in baptism, and celebrate the Eucharist; you 
will be saved. You tell us to believe in Christ, 
without telling us what we are to believe of him— 
In the Preacher’s first text there is nothing definite 
except to believe in Christ, and this may be inter- 
preted, believe in Christ’s divinity you are a chris 
tian and will be saved—do not believe in the Divi- 
nity of Christ, you are still a christian and will be 
saved. Believe in baptism, believe as I do, who 
baptize infants, and you will be saved; do not be 
lieve init as I do, but believe in baptism as the Bap 
tists believe it, and you are still a christian, for all 
this is found in the Bible! Such, Sir, is your con- 
sistent creed, and if such theology do not argue a 
‘derangement in the moral faculty’ we know not 
the meaning of the phrase. 

The absurdities are many to which you have been 
led by your * Protestant lesson and logic.’ The ab- 
surdity involved in your profession of faith is the 
vrossest of all. If it were sufficient for salvation, to 
believe in Christ, in baptism, and the Eucharist, the 
three points vaguely specified in your act of faith, 
this great absurdity would follow—viz., that all the 
heretics, who have been condemned by the Catholic 
chureh, were unjustly condemned—and, that, not 
withstanding their heresies and condemnation, they 
lived and died in-a state of salvation. Mark our 
proof. The Arians professed to believe in Christ; 
they believed he was the only Son of God the Fa- 
ther, born of the Virgin Mary, and our Lord. They 
denied his consubstantiality, for the same reason that 
you deny transubstantiation, the term not being found 
in Seripture, and for this they were condemned by 

, the church in the first general council. 

The Nestorians said they believed all that the 
Orthodox church taught of our Saviour Christ Jesus 
and all the other articles of the Apostles creed, but 
they erred by saying, that he had two distinct per- 
sons. , 

The Appollinarists said they professed all the ar 
ticles of Catholic faith, yet swerved from it by main- 
taining that our Saviour had no human soul. 

Kutyches and his followers professed to believe 
the Apostles creed, but they erred by saying that 
the flesh of Christ was turned into his divine na- 
ture. 

The Macedonians declared they held the Ortho- 
dox faith, but erred in believing the Holy Ghost to 
be less than the Son. The Pelagians did not deny 
Christ or any articles of the Apostles creed. From 
the examples thus given, we frame this argument— 
mark it well. If it were sufficient for salvation, to 
believe in God our Creator, and in Jesus our Re- 
deemer, with the other articles expressed in your 
creed: then were the Arians, Macedonians, Pela- 
gians, and all those already mentioned, notwith- 
standing their obstinate adherence to their con- 
demned heresies in a state of salvation. But to 
hold that any of those heretics, dying in theif 
heresies, died in a state of salvation, is to condemn 
all pure antiquity, is to condemn the church of 
Christ, who cast out those erring men as heretics 
and the professed enemies of her holy Spouse. _Is it 
not, therefore, clear that men may be most wicked and 
damnable heretics, though they profess to believe 
‘Christ, and in the other articles of your creed, } 
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they wilfully defend any other erroneous doctrine 
contrary to the truth revealed by God and so de- 
clared to us by the Catholic church. ‘ No person, 
says St. Augustine, is a member of the Catholic 


church, who obstinately believes any falsehood in| 


matters of faith, knowing it to be such.’ See St. 
Aug. Lib. 9, in Matt. 9, ii. And that man of God, 
Doctor Martin Luther, says, ‘that it shall profit the 
Calvinists nothing, to believe in the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Ghost, so long as with blasphe- 
mous mouth they deny this article of faith, which 


Christ has proposed to us, with his own mouth, viz. 
’ 


“this my body, which shall be given for you.’ "—~ 


Luth. lib. quod verba Christi. Here you see that no 
salvation is possible if you deny any one article re- 
vealed by Christ. Does your creed embrace half of 
the articles revealed by the Saviour of the world ? 
Does not your silence on the many points of chris- 
tian belief intimate that you teach that christians 
may admit or reject them as they please?) Thus it 
is God has been dishonored by such usurpers, and 
religious experimentalists as you, who, in defiance 
of his own prohibition, invade the one fold) which 
has been purchased by the sacred blood of his only 
Son! 

In a former }etter, Rey. Preacher, we convicted 
you of Nestorian heresy. Your new profession of 
faith, stated in the Express terms of the Bible, proves 
that you do not believe either in the Holy Trinity 
or the Incarnation! Alas, there will be ‘heard a 
voice in Rama, lamentations and ereat mourning,’ 
the ‘virtuous ladies’ bewailing their own lost Ches- 
terfield, ‘and would not be comforted, because’ 
—! ‘This profession of faith will prove, Rey. 
Sir, another teasing * hook in your nose.’ Permit 
us to ask a brief question in reference to your arti- 
cles of ereed deduced in express terms from the 
Bible—we do not mean a *cHALLeNGE.’ What ar- 
ticle of Catholic faith is ConrrapicreD by the Ex- 
press texts of Scripture inserted in your new creed ? 
Let this be noted by your ‘christian public.” You 
will confer a favor on us by idicating the parts of 
the Bible from which you have selected your. arti- 
cles of faith. This will prevent cavil—perhaps, sub- 
terfuge. We are your obedient servants, 

JOUN POWER, 


July 23d, 1833. THOMAS C. LEVINS. 





Me THE JESUET. 


BOSTON, AUGUST 3, 1833. 


——————— — a 


ORDINATION, 

On Saturday last, in the Cathedral church of the 
Holy Cross in this city, the Holy Order of Priest- 
hood was conferred by the Rt. Rev. Bishop Fen- 
wick on the Rey. John Brady; also on the Rev. 
John D. Brady, and on the Rey. Thomas Lynch. 


The Rev. Edward Walsh, the Rey. Wim. Tyler, the 


Rey. Michael Healy and the Rev. Mr Curtin were | 


present and assisted on the occasion. 

We are happy to learn that the Catholics in and 
about New Haven are using every exertion to com- 
plete their church this season. 'Thotigh few in num- 
ber, their zeal is great-—-we, therefore, sincerely 
hope their efforts will be crowned with success.— 
Their brethren in other places must be aware of the 
great difficulties they have to contend with in this 
laudable enterprise, and will, no doubt, not be back- 
ward in affording them assistance. 


Skeren or tHe Carno.ic RELIGION IN THE ISLAND 
or Ceyton.—In the year 1806, a census was taken of 
the Catholic population of the Island ; and the num- 
ber was 66,832. In the year L809 the second cen- 
sus amounted to 83,585: the third census in ISIS 
gives the number 130,100 and that of 1809 amounts 
to 150,000. In the Island there are 256 churches 
and only 26 Priests. Each takes charge of a cer- 
tain number of churehes, which he visits by turns. 
The Island of Ceylon was taken possession of by 
the Dutch in the year 1650. After the preaching 
of Zavier and the Jesuits, his followers, Christianity 
was ® universally diffused, that at the périod of the 
Calvinists taking possession of the Island there 
scarcely remained any traces of the rites or cere- 
monies of the Pagan worship. 

The introduction into this Island of the principles 
of the Protestant reformation was accompanied by 
a very singular circumstance. The Dutch Calvin- 
ists intrigued with the King of Caudy, to send am- 
bassadors to the continent to bring over Pagan 
Priests ; and to establish the absurd and idolatrous 
worship of Buppa, whose temples had been long 
deserted and without ministers; whose ceremonies 


were adandoned ; and whose doctrines were entire- * 


ly forgotten.—Yet any thing but Catholic. 

The Catholic religion was treated most abomina- 
bly by the Dutch reformers. Not only were those 
who professed it, deprived of their property ; but 


‘their worship was proscribed, their churches dese- 


crated and demolished, their Priests banished, im- 
prisoned, tortured, or, most generally, put to death. 
The Catholic laity were made incapable of occupy- 
ing any public situation, of enjoying any privilege— 


—— an 

| their marriages were declared unlawful—the admin- 
istration of sacraments severely prohibited; and a 
‘sanguinary code of penal laws ground down the 
Catholics for more than 140 years. The perse- 
cution was so violent that in 37 years after the ar- 
rival of the Dutch, the Catholics durst not assemble 
in public. After this deformation, Father Joseph 
Vaz was the first missionary. Ye was obliged to 
perform the sacred mysteries in private apartments, 
and to pass from one family to another, disguised as 
a slave.— 7 be continued. 





New Eccrestastican Pustacarions.—Monsignor 
Mai is at present occupied with the publication of 
the celebrated Codex Vaticanus of the Scripture. 
This will be the first exact transcript of this manu- 
script, a8 the Jearned librarian has discovered that 
in the one printed under Sixtus V. there are many 
variations from the text. The prolegomena will 
contain an accurate catalogue of all the biblical 
MSS. in the Vatican library. Shortly will issue 
from the press of the Propaganda an elegant and 
cheap edition of Pallavicini’s history of the Council 
of Trent, W ith Zacearia’s notes, : 








Letters from the east announce, that since the conquest 
of Syria, by Ibrahim Pacha, the Catholic religion has been 
publicly recognized, and allowed liberty of worship. This 
is chiefly owing—to the influence of Char el Bahari, bis 
Chasnadar or treasurer, who is a Greek Catholic. A large 
building has been purchased by subscription, at Damascus 
fora church, and solemnly opened by the Catholie Arch- 
bishop, who pontificated on the occasion. It may be neces- 
sary to observe that the Porte never recognized the Cath- 
olic religion, but considered ail Catholics, as forming part 
of the different schismatic communions. The new gover- 


nors of Seida, Acri, and some other places, are Catholics. 





Extract from the Rev. Mr. Hughes’ last letter to 
the Rey. Mr. Breckinridge, in the Philadelphia con- 


troversy. 


I cannot stop, Rey. Sir, to expose in detail, the 
twisting efforts of your letter to evade * the question,’ 
by embroiling it with doctrines which belong exelu- 
sively to the Catholic church. But the spirit of 
your writings may be represented in a little dialogue 
between us, in which justice shall-be done to your 
defence of the Protestant religion. 

Catholic. Good morning Mr. B. 
do i 

Presbyterian, Good morning Sir—a little fa- 
tigued, trom riding in the stage-coach, but still able, 
by the erace of God, to defend the Bible, and the 
Protestant religion. 

C. O dear! who has ventured to attack the Bible ? 

P. Why yous Sir; vou would have all to think 
alike in religion, and ‘this is Deism, bare-faced 
Drtsm.’ (See commencement of Mr. B.’s last let- 


ter.) 


Ilow do you 


C. But let me explain, did not Christ in making 
a revelation require that men should believe it? 

P. Certainly ; but Jook at your doctrine of Pur- 
ratory ! : 

C. But that is not the question, if Christ required 
men to believe his revelation, did he not require them 
ipso facto, to think alike in religion? And is this 
Deisin 2? 

P. In vain have I exposed your doctrine of Pur- 
gatory, | can get no reply. 

C. I will reply, [assure you, when we shall have 
settled the present question. But pray have | writ- 
ten against the Bible ? 

P. You have written against the Protestant reli- 
gion, Which is the same thing. We take the , Bible 
alone. Surely God can speak plainly in his written 
word. And then, transubstantiation is as young as 
the vear 1215. Indulgences are a bundle of licences 
to sin. (See Doctor Claggot.) 

C. But if the Bible alone be the rule of faith, and 
God speak plainly in his word, how is it that Pro- 
testants are divided into as many systems as there 
are sects; and opinions, as there are heads? 

P. So, then, you would have all men to think 
alike! ‘ Deism, barefaced Deism.’ And then, look 
at your persecutions of heretics, by the infallible 
Popes, and the doctrine of human merits derogatory 
to the merits of Christ; and the church setting her- 
self up above the word of God. 

C. All this is irrelevant, it seems to me, and does 
not belong to the question. Why are Protestants 
so divided if they are taught by the Bible ? besides 
the Bible alone, is the Bible on the shelf. 

P. Profound logic! My God, my Bible, and my 
own mind are supposed in my rule of faith. 

C. But according to this, the mind is the instru- 
ment of interpretation, acting on the Bible, and, as 
every man’s mind is different from that of his neigh- 
bor, so there must be those different interpretations 
by which Protestantism is divided. Does the Bible 
contain them all? 

P. Will you say, then, that the Holy Spirit cannot 
speak plainly in the written word of God? ‘ Poor 
Bible, what a transgressor thou hast been!’ And 
look at your own rule of faith, Decrees of Councils, 
Bulls of Popes, Apocryphal Books, Consent of the 
Fathers, through all those immense folios you have 


to wade before you can tell what is your rule of | 


| faith. 
C. Excuse me, Sir; my rule is much more sim- 


‘ple ; «I believe in the Holy Catholic church.’ This 





— ———_—_—______ _] 

‘is my rule. I agree in belief, by this rule, with all 
the millions of Catholics that live, or have lived, 
trom the days of Christ; and am separated by it 
from all the heresies of modern as well as ancient 
times. Whereas your Protestant rule introduces 
heresies, as for example, Universalism, and Unita- 
rianism, and leaves you unable to refute them. What 
/do you say to this ? 

P. In vain have I called on you to defend your 
doctrines. I have proved that Transubstantiation is 


as young as 1215, that Purgatory is an invention of 


men, and that Masses are a way for Priests to get 
money. (See Epiphanius.) ‘To all these proofs, 
not a word. But you charge on the Protestant rule, 
the errors of extreme heresies. The Bible is the rule. 
Interpretation is the use of the rule. If men ‘anuse 
iT,’ that is not the rule. Are we ever to pass from 
this question ? 

C. 1 am happy, my dear Sir, to perceive that at 
length you have acknowledged private interpreta- 
tion, asan‘apuse.’ You are almost—on this point 
altogether—a Catholic. We may now pass to the 
second topic, having closed this one, by your unez- 
pected declaration. 

P. ‘Unexpected? Strangelanguage this!) Af 
ter five months discussion, you admit then, that you 
have evaded the rEAL ProresTant RULE, the Bible, 
and argued against its ‘anuses ALONE.’ And to this 
day you have not told us what your own ‘rule of 
faith’ is. But I shall proceed to the second ques- 
tion. From the language of Romanists themselves, 
it is clear that a great many immoralities and ini- 
quities were committed, and this among the clergy 
as well as laity of the church. (See letter from the 
three Bishops at Bononia.) Therefore a Reforma- 
tion was necessary. 

C. As you have confirmed your first admission, 
of private interpretation’s being the ‘ Anuse’ of the 
Bible; L now follow you to your second question. 
The Catholics, indeed, desired a reformation ; but 
it was of morals, and not of doctrine. They held 
that the doctrine of the church was pure and holy, 
but that men had departed from its sanctity by the 
wickedness of their lives. But pray what is ‘the 
Protestant religion ? 

P. « The Religion of the Reformation.’ And here 
I stand ready to prove that it is the religion of Christ. 

C. Of course then, it comprises the whdle family 
of sects, of which the Reformation was the parent ? 
(re they aut the religion of Christ? 

P. You have not answered my arguments against 
transubstantiation and the other doctrines of your 
system. And now I shall show, by the grace of 
God, that your doctrine of transubstantiation is not 
the Bible, and that if it be true, Christianity may be 
false, since it invades the testimony of our senses. 
(See Scotus and Bellarmine.) 

C. But stay, my dear friend, the question is of 
another subject. And in order that we may reach it 
at once, let us admit that every doctrine rejected by 
the Reformers was erroneous. Let that be consid- 
ered as granted, and now show me that ‘the Pro- 
testant religion is the religion of Christ.’ 

P. Ah! Sir, I see through your Jesuit policy. 
You wish me to show that the Protestant religion is 
the religion of Christ. But as I have begun, so I 
shall continue to expose your system. And as in my 
last I showed that transubstantiation was promoted 
into a doctrine, A. D. 1215. So, now I shall prove 
that itis absurd to say that a priest can make his 
God and eat him. (See Cicero, and Averoes the 
Arabian philosopher.) Besides the doctrine of in- 
tentions, and masses in honor of the saints. 

C. But this is not the question. Was there ever 
any society previous to Luther professing the doc- 
trines of any sect of Protestantism ? 

P. Yes; the Centuriators of Magdeburg, speak 
of *a peopie,’ who did not agree with the Catholie 
church. And again look at the Waldenses and the 
Greek church, which you admit to be an ancient 
church. 

C. And as to the Reformers, is it clear, that they 
were the men whom God would have selected to 
reform his church? 

P. Why have you clipped their doctrine and cha- 
racter by your broken extracts. But look at your 
Popes, Sergius and Formosus, were they better than 
the Reformers ? 

C. Indeed it seems not. Butthe Reformers were 
religion-makers, by profession, whereas the Popes 
could change nothing of Catholic doctrine ; however 
much they might degrade their station by personal 
vices. And besides, if you meant to compliment the 

Reformers, the worst of our Popes should not have 
been selected for the comparison. 

P. But look at the Popes, called by your own 
historian apostate rather than apostolical......And 
then your doctrines of intentions, &e. 

It is useless, Rev. Sir, to prosecute the dialogue, 
It shows the spirit and the manner of your pen. You 

‘have confused the questions, by the introduction of 
extraneous matter, as if the hope of your cause de- 
_pended on the jumble of topics and the mystification 
of argument. In all this, however, there 1s no merit 
of originality. It has been the custom of all your 
predecessors. 

Zanchius, one of the rerormers, describes the 
{controversial spirit of his reforming colleagues, m 
the following candid language. ‘1 am indignant,’ 
| says he, ¢ when I consider the manner in which most 
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of us defend our cause. The true state of the ques-| 
tion we often, on set purpose involve in darkness, 
that it may not be understood: we have the impu- 
dence to deny things the most evident; we assert 
what is visibly false: the most impious doctrines we 
force on the people as the first principles of faith, 
and orthodox opinions we condemn as heretical ; 
we torture the Scriptures till they agree with our’ 
own fancies ; and boast of being the diseiples of the | 
fathers, while we refuse to follow their doctrines: 
to deceive, to calumniate, to abuse, is our familiar | 
practice: nor do we care for any thing, provided we 
can defend our cause, good or bad, right or wrong. 
QO! What times, what manners.’ (Zanch. Ad. | 
Storm. T. vii. Col. $28.) But if possible, let us 
come again to the point. Answer me the following 
questions, and they will decide the matter. They | 
are supported by the reasoning and authorities of | 
my last letter, to which I refer the reader. 

Ist Question. Did there exist previous to the Re- 
formation, a society of Christians, in any part of 
the world, professing the doctrines of any sect of 
Protestantism ? Prove that there did and I give up 
the argument. But if there did not, then, Protest- 
antism is any thing but the religion of Christ. Solve 
this, will you ? {| 

2d Question. Reviewing the doctrines and cha- | 
racfer of the Reformers, as stated in my last letter, 
from their own writings; viewing the consequences | 
of the Reformation on the morals of the people ; is | 
there any, the smallest evidence that the Spirit of 
God had aught to do with it? If it had, then please | 
to account for the manner in which they spoke and | 
wrote of each other. 

3d. ‘Does the religion of Christ teach the doc- 
trines of Protestantism, from the highest point of 
Episcopalianism, down the descending scale to the | 
farthest verge of Unitarianism ? If not, the Protest- 
ant religion is not the religion of Christ.’ For all 
these belong to Protestantism. 

But in answer to this it seems that ‘ Unitarians, 
But why 
not? Have they not their ‘God, their Bible, and 
their mind,’ as well as Presbyterians? Have they 
not ‘honesty and common sense’ to interpret the 
Scriptures; and what more is requisite according 
to your own showing? Please then, Rey. Sir, to 
tell me what denominations are to be considered 
‘ Protestants ;’ for if Dr. Channing and the faculty 
of Cambridge, be not entitled to the appellation, I 
am ata loss to know who are. Are the Friends 
Protestants?) The Shakers, Swedenborgians, Bap- 
tists, are they Protestants’? In a word, tell me what 
denominations constitute what you understand by 
‘the Protestant religion.’ It is not for me to deter- 
mine, among such learned people, which denomina- 
tion is right and which is wrong. Show me the 
boundaries of the ‘ Protestant religion,’ and I shall 
not transgress them. Narrow your definition to 
whatever limits you please—and then prove that the 
religion professed by those whom it encloses, and 
the religion of Christ are the same thing. If you | 
will not do this, you had better give it up. 

4. ‘Had the Reformers themselves, and if not, 
could they transmit to their successors any MINiS- 
TERIAL AuTHORITY ?’ To this you give answer ‘ that | 
whatever authority our church possessed in this way | 
was imparted to them.’ But our church recalled | 
this authority, in their suspension and excommuni- | 
cation, and a new supply was necessary. Whence 
was it derived? And if not derived at all, it follows | 
on your own admission, that the Protestant clergy 
differ from the laity only in the color of their dress 
and the diversity of their occupation. Will you | 
clear up this point? Can you do it? 

When you insinuate that I have misquoted the 
Reformers, you should be prepared to sustain the 
charge. Your lengthened quotation from Luther 
does not alter the sense of mine, which was to show 
that he denied free will in man, denied the possibility 
of keeping the commandments, or of doing good 
works. But his own writings indicate his doctrine 





SS 


much more correctly than any commentary of those | 
who, ashamed of it, would accuse me of perverting | 


his meaning. ‘A person, says he, that is baptised 
cannot, though he would, lose his salvation by any 
sins how grievous soever, unless he refuses to believe. 
For no sins can damn him, but unbelief alone.’ (Cap. 
Bab. Tom. 2, fol. 74, 1.) 

Again, ‘the Papists teach, that faith in Christ 
justifies indeed, but that God’s commandments are 
likewise to be kept. Now this is directly to deny 
Christ, and abolish faith” (Tem. 5, Witt. ed. fol. 
311.) 

Is this passage designed to recommend good works? 
It requires greater penetration than | am_ possessed 
of, to discover any such meaning, either in this or 
the passage quoted at the close of your last letter. 
Now, Rev. Sir, be pleased to meet the arguments 
and authorities of this, and my last paper on the 
question of ‘the Protestant religion.’ In this it is 
made clear that your attempts to derive the Protest 
ant religion from Christ by the channel of the Wal- 
denses and the Greek church is as unprofitable to | 
you as it is amusing to the reader. Another effort, | 
however, may be more successful, and we shall wait. 
patiently te see what your next pen will bring to, 

light. Yours, &c. 





Joun. Hueues. | 
\ 




































[From the Catholic Miscellany.} 
“ Say, Lady, why dost thou appear, 
With grief’s sad emblem in thy heir: 
Methinks some brighter flower would be 
More suited to thy looks and thee.” 


You cannot think, kind Chevalier! 
Why sprig of cedar should be there: 
Perhaps I can the tale impart 
Because ’tis mournful, like my heart. 


*Tis like my thoughts, oft with the dead 
It hangs o’er many a silent bed: 

Like me it bathes the sod with tears— 
When the dew on its leaves appears. 


“Qh! let the buds be bright and fair 
Which thou wilt wreathe amid thy hair: 
La¢y! wilt thou be ever sad ? 

Always in mourning garments clad ? 


“Will no gay look—no cheerful smile, 
Ever thy heart of wo beguile ? 

Canst thou not join yon joyous throng 
In merry dance and lively song ? 


“Come, Lady! cast away thy cares— 
Banish thy sighs—dismiss thy tears : 
Oh! let thy mind forget the past, 


Sorrow was ne’er designed to last.” 


Forget! the eyes may cease to weep- 
Perhaps the bosoms sighs may sleep: 
But ah! remembrance stil! will dwell 
Unchanged within my memory’s cell. 


Stranger! you do not—cannot know, 
The cause I have for endless wo! 
Farth’s bliss to me brings no relief— 


Bat go!—and leave me to my gricf. 


Oh no: on gayer brow be seen 

The beauteous snow-drop’s white and green, 
The Rose’s rich and lovely hue 

The Hyacinth’s transparent blue— 


And Myrtle too is fit to grace, 

The braids above a happy face: 

And fragrant buds from Jess’mine’s vine 
The Lilly and the Eglantiie. 


And ’mid the list be not forgot, 

The humble, sweet. Forget-me-not— 

The crimson Holly there may be 

And snowy flowers from haw-thorn-tree— 


The bright Geranium you may twine 
With blossoms from the pink Woodbine— 
All these may form a chaplet fair, 

For brows untouched by grief or care. 


But let me keep my cedar wreath— 
It suits my thoughts of wo and death— 
A gayer flow’r would seem to me, 

To deck my hair in mockery ! 


“ Well Lady! be it as you will, 

Yet I lament your sadness still : 

I fain would see you happy here, 
Your eye undim’d by sorrow’s tear”— 


Kind stranger do not grieve that I 

Have not a heart for revelry : 

My thoughts to better things are given— 
The joys—the bliss—the hopes of Heaven. 











DIED.—The Rev, Cuartes B. Macuire, D. D. for ma- 
ny years pastor of St. Patrick’s church, in Pittsburgh, aged 
about 65 years. ,He possessed, in an eminent degree, all 


those amiable and christian qualities calculated to endear | 
him to his congregétion and to the community at large.— | 
He was learned and profound, and in the performance of | 


his clerical duties assiduous in ministering to the spiritual 


_ necessities of hiscongregation. The loss of few mencould 
| be more severely felt or sincerely regretted. His remains 


Vou. FV, 


| Amounting to about 1158 in the procession, exclusive of 
the immense number who were not in the procession, but 
| who followed the remains of the deceased to the grave, 
| Mercury. 


At Newry, Huntingdon county, on Monday, the 15th ult. 
the Rev. Tuomas Geeay, in the 33d year of his age, late 
the amiable assistant of the late Rev.C. B. Maguire. He 
| was on his way from this city to Philadelphia, when his stay 
with the Rev. James Rradley, of the above place, was pro- 
‘longed by an aggravation of the disease, which has thug 
terminated his useful and disinterested labors in the minis- 
try of the Catholic church. 














|| Married in the church of the Hoty Cross, July 25th 
| Hugh M’Evoy and Bridget E. Daley ; 27th, James Cowrick 
| and Ellen Ryan. 

! | eeenenarin ee intel 

| Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi. 
|| cation of the last ‘ Jesuit.” 

| Mary Ann Murphy 15 months; Patrick Dowlin 43 years; 
| John Matthews 17 months ; Benedict Peterson 3 years; John 
| Dunnavan 26 years. 











NOTICE. 

MEETING of the Government of the Roman Catholic 
| AV Auxiliary Society, will be held at the School Room, on 
|| Wednesday evening next, at 8 o'clock, P.M. Punctual at. 
|| tendance is requested. Per order, 

(| Aug. 3. W. J. MDONELL, Ree. Sec’y. 

| ' ER 

] NOTICE, 

| WANE regular monthly meeting of the Boston Roman Ca. 
|| 28 tholic Mutual Relief Society will be held at the Exchan 

|| Coffee House, on Monday evening next, at half past 7 o'clock. 
|| August 3. D. TIMONEY, Sec’y. 


| — 








\| A GREAT BARGAIN. 
|| ROR sale, a Lot of ground containing three thousand six 
wf! hundred feet, in an eligible situation in South Boston, 
bounding on A street, 60 feet by 60, at right angles—between 
|, the property of Mrs. Lavery and the Presbyterian meeting- 
house. ‘The Lot is so situated that three convenient dwelling 
houses may be erected thereon. ; 
Application to be made to W. B. Dorr, South Boston. 


N. B. If not sold at private sale, it will be positively sold at 
|| public sale, on the 10th of next August. July 27. 
JUST PUBLISHED, 
(\ ND now for sale at P. Mooney’s Book Store, corner of 
Federal and Franklin streets, Tue Carrcuism oF THE 
Councit or Trenxt, announced as being in the Press some 
time ago. The same work may be had of John Doyle and 
James Ryan, New York ; of John M’Guigan, Philadelphia; 
of Rev. Mr. Figeac, Washington, D. C.; of Mr. P. 'Toimey, 
Frederick, Maryland ; at the Office of the Catholic Telegraph, 
Cincinnati, Ohio; and of John King, Charleston, S. C, 
Price, $1,50 cents per copy. ; 
Also an excellent little work, entitled, Tue Cross 1 11s 
TRUE LiguT. Price, 25 cents. June 1. 


JOHN NUGENT, 
(f ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 
Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 
Street, Boston. 
N. B. J. N. would recommend to persons from the country 
wanting to: purchase Furniture, to call as above and examine 
for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. Jan. 5. 


| 
| 





WELROY---TAILOR, 

| No. 12, Exsr Corner Warren Avenue, Cnarrestowy, 
| TB) ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
|| .BY he carries on the above business with the strictest atten- 
|| tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his experi- 
|| ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena- 
|| bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please to 
|| honor him with their commands. Navy and Military work 


|| done in a first rate style, and with despatch. Fed. 2. 


| ~~ 
1 WILLIAM P. MKAY, 


Wy ATCH-MAKER, 15 Water Street. 
Watches, Clocks, and Music Box- 





| 

| 
| 
}} 








~\@\ es carefully repaired and warranted on 
, AN? the most reasonable terins. 


if he “s elie ehe Has for sale warranted watches from 
| ek eo hn N ra $12 to $25 each ; eight day gilt and Ma- 
M< gl “3 hogany Timepieces,together with an as- 

> — oe va 


sortment of articles usually kept in his 
eptf July 20. 








ORSES, Carriages and Chaises’ to let by rRANCIS 
LAFFERTY, at the Exchange Stable. 
* * Arso—Stabling for Horses. 


April 27. 
FOR BOSTON. 

TO sail on the 10th of March next, from Dublin 

to Boston, the fast sailing brig Sisters, Captain 

Pitt ; to persons in Boston and vicinity, desirous 

of sending for their friends and securing their 
passage here, the present opportunity presents 

every facility in attaining that object. Terms made known 





| 
| 


were followed to the grave by an immense concourse of'|| by applying to D. Timgney, 15 Water Street. 


citizens, 

Fonerat oF tHE Rev. Mr. Macuire.—The funeral 
procession of the lamented Dr. Maguire, whose obituary 
appears above, was the largest we ever witnessed. A friend 
has furnished us with the following memorandum of the 
number who attended :— 

; horsemen in front, 
mourning carriages, 
300 ladies, . - 
500 men on foot, 
- two — carriages, -_ containing 8 persons, 
one horse carriages, 5 in each carriage, 
60 horsemen, 


Reference to the Rt. Rev. Bishop Fenwick. 
N. B. The time for agreeing for this passage is limited to 
the Ist of September. June 29. 





THOMAS MURPHY’S 
BOARDING HOUSE, 
Federal Street, No. 23, Corner of Franklin Street, 
BOSTON. 





DR. S. H. SMITH, No. 11, Atkinson Street. 











Printing neatly executed at this Office. 
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